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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE |his brief or argument is to assist tuic
STATE OF NEVADA | court in ascertaining the truth per

taining to the pertineat facts, the rea
in the matter of Alfred Chartz, Esq, l;qﬂect of decisions and the law appli- |

for Contempt | cable in the case, ~1d he far oversteps

DECISION {the bounds of crofessional conduc

Respondent was commanded 13 ghep hae reports to musrepresentation
show cause whw he should not b2 | fa15e charges or vilification. L
adjudged guilty of contempt for hav-| He may ruily presens, discuss and I

inz az an aitornev of record in the
matter of the application of Peter Kair
for a Writ of ilabeas Corpus filed in
this court a petition for rehearing in
which he made use-of the following
statement:

“In my opinion, the decisions faver-
ing the power of the State to limit the
hours of labor, on the ground of the

argne the evidence and the law and |
freciy indicate wherein he beue, 25 |
that decisions and rulings are wrong or
erroneocus, but thus he may do with-
our effectually making bald accusa- |
| tlons against the motives and intelli-
zohcs of the court, or being discour-
teous or resorting to abuse which is |
not argument nor convincing to rea-
police power of the CLtate , are a'l soning minds. If respondent has no |
erong, and writtea by men who hava [ respect for the justices, he onght to
never performed manual labor. or n¥ have enough regard for his position
id for politics. They lo |at the bar to refrain from attacting
not know what they wrote about.” (tha tribunal of which he is a mem-
Ruspondent apeared in response 1o

' béer, and which 1he people, throngh
the citation, filed a brief and made an  the Constitution and bv gensral con.

paliticians

exteaded address  to the Conrt in  Sent have made the final interpreter
which he ook the position that the of the laws wisich ne. as an officer
words in question were not contempt of the oourt, has sworn to uphold |
i lisavowed any intention to com- a. 't L &
mit a tempt of court; and, further These duties are so plain that anv
that if the langauge was by the court | departure from them by a member
1 e o1 ctionaple,. he 4!.»1!',- of the Har would seem w be wil:ful
2 I : vl aslood that the and inteniional miseonduet
sinken from the potition The power of courts to punish for

ing the foregoins state-

In consid
ment it i
briefs filed

contempt amnd to maintain digmity in
proper to nete that in the fhew codings 18 inherent and is
by Respondent upon th2 2s old as «courts are old. It iz also
3 tee first o | provided by stature v analoey

of similir nofe the adjudications and pe

o

we
nalties

conrt

did nnt taze imposed inoa few of the manv eases
ributine its wse 10 A1l Cottingham 1Tmprisonsd -
s upon the part of mumnd Lechmere Charlton a barrister

vas nf such a -

ad member of the Housa of Com-

v General in his meons for sanding alous letter

repiy brief referred to o as insinnat- lo one of the masters of t
e 'o‘,_~- ' Legisliuture in enactir amd a commities from ¢ v
and this cour in sustaining the law &an investizs H ot 1 oir
were heing “impelled or contrelled by | opinion Lis “claim to h fisehareed
some 1 hica] poll 1] influence c, Trom imprisonment by reason of privi-
fear vitieh existz on! n the pyri- e of narbament onzlit not to bhe
: | Foonnsel S aldlmitted.” 2 Miine and Craig, 317

Ad case and condition at When Lthe case of People v Tweed
the e obizeuonable langauge 0 New YOrk came up a second time
was used, should be taken into consid. before (e same Jwlge, hefore the trial
eration. The proceeding, in whizh commencad ihe prisop s counsel pri-
™z petition wasz filed, had beesr vately handed to the jndze a letter

hrought to test the nstitutionali couched in respecttul lananaee, in
of a section of an Act of the Legisia. W.ich they stated. substantially. that
ture limiting labor to eight nours per their elient feared, from the cirenm
day in smelters and other ore reduc- Siances of the former trial, that the
Ion works, except in cases of emer- ndze had conceived a  prejudics

ioy where life or property is ian 2eainst him, and that his mind was

inant danger. Stat. 1903, p. 32. nor in the ‘unbiased condifion neces-
This Act had passed the Legislature sary to afford an impartial rrial. and
almost unanimously and had receiv. respectfully requested him to ccnsid-
f_!_'l th_ nn‘-prnﬁr';'npprn\'a]_ At tna ©F “'}]!'lhl'f- he :*]l"‘.!]d not r\'-iinl‘luish
time of filing the petition, respond:n: the duty of presiding at the trial to
was aware that the court had nre- some other judge, at the same time

viously sustained the validity of th 3
enactment as limiting the hours «f
Iabor in underground mines, Ke
Boyce, 27 Nev, 327, 75 P. 1., 65 L. 1.
A. 47, and in mills for the reduction
nf ores, Re Kair 28 Nev. 80 P, 461,
and that similar statutes had heen up-
held by the Supreme Court of Utan
and the Supreme Court of the United
States in the caseg of State v. Holden,

deciaring that no personal disrespect
was intended toward the jndege of the
court. The judge retained the letter
and went on with the trial. At the
ond of the trial e sentenced threa
of the writers ton a fine of $250 each,
and publically reprimanded the oth-
ers. the junior counsel, ar the time ex-
pressing the opinion that if such a
thing had been uone by them in Eng- |

14 Utah 71 and 86, 46 P. 757 and 1105, land. they would have been “‘expelled |
27 L. R. A. 102 and 108: Holden v [rom the bar within one hour” 7The
Hardy 169 U. S. 366, 18 Sup. Ct. 383; counsel af the time protested that
Short v. Mining Company, 0 Utah, 20, thev intended no contemnt of
5T P. 720. 45 I‘ R. A. 602 and bv the court and that lhe_" felt and
Supreme Court of the State of Mis. Mended to express mno d_isrm-‘[
souri re Cantwell, 179 Mo. 245, 78 §. Pect for the judge but that their ac-|

tion had been takem in furtherance of
what they deemed 2 YVaal interests |
of L.eir client and the faithful and
conscientious discharge of the r duty. .
| The judge accepted the disciaimer of |
personal disrespect. but refusea to |
believe the disciaimer of intention to !
| commit a contempt and enforeed thp[
fines. 11 Albany Law Journal 408, |
' 26 Am. R. 752. |
| For sending to a d.striet judgze owt |
of court a letter stating that “The!
ruling vou have made ia directiv con- |
law of the cases as enunciated by g‘n;:‘ L?)di_v?r;n:sﬂuc'?a“wﬁg‘_l:‘;u:nﬂ-
this and other courts, that counsel, . ° et = : iy |
finding that the opinion of the highest | 1S 0our desire that no such decision |
court in the land pwas adverse in:tn:m [AHEN NS ng nuteveiSed, Ay jonmt |
of favorable to his contentions, in that | &e Practice in” an attorney was fineu
it specifically afirmed the Utah de- | $50 and suspended from practice untit|
cision in Houden vs. Hardy, which ',lpe SIROVBL Shomd! 9 n‘ald_e s dp‘.
sustained the statute from which ours lclvaringr lih{" npm;nnﬁm ';0 e R e
is copied, and that all the eourts nam- '_.r?ur‘t) s ey x ‘.’ pEtor, 18. Kan.

o were adverse (o tue viows he al-|| (S50 ., "'.' Branﬂrl.l: ot
Sochted. hed seaatad 15 abuss of. the U'pon this we remark, in ae ﬁrm
Tustices dPthis Ahdl ower GONFts, and ;_:Ia:-.- tu“fi the langnage of this Io'mri
- : = : i g s very Iting. To say to a judge

1o immutacons of their motives l: \!ers m?‘f 2 i

The langiazge guoind is tantamonnt | S “hlf_‘h. h,“ ha..e.
3 made is contrary to every principle oi

W. 569. It -may not be out of pla~e
here, also to note that the latter case
has since been afiirmed by the 8-
preme Court of the United States, and
more recently the latter tribunal’ ai-
hering to its opinion therein and in
the Ttah cases, has refused to inter-
fere with the decisions of this Cou-
in re Kair.

it would seem therefore, a natural
and proper, if not#a necessary de-
duction from the language in question,
when taken in connection with the

ta the cuarge that this tribunal and 5 TR = heiple OL 1 geting nnder an order from the bhench
the Supreme Courts of Utah, Missouri [I.‘*_\T'.‘-m;i. that everybody .nows it. is| 4nq psing aousive language, one ot
and of the Unired States and cae Jus- ‘r“-‘un‘\- :,q,]_m'f:'mhl;(.lr‘;!*".m"“a."”“'I the defendants was sent to jail for
tiees thereof who participated in the ney 'Idzl:l'::'iﬂr\‘:-mﬂan] .r-;;).}i":lr;;nan 't””ti:; thirty aars end the ntl.u-r .fqr ;Tx
ap:ntons upholding statutes limiting ('Hl-l-ill.it'l‘ll-l.‘. 'u;.u?_r.-‘nnr.;,r1'1T|l in !':‘; C:‘ T months. Judge = BI85, “hn- h.nl! n‘.:
the hours of lalior in mines. smelters 0 ans 10 A 1-:1- made any accusation against the
and other ore reduction works, were }i : 'l‘ ffie: ..Z I..' .‘n ; '.]“. = g =Y 1 eonrt songht release and to he pn &
miszuided by 1gno-ance or base poli- o+ o a0 0MEEr 08 e conrt. and i 1= o of the contempt by a sworn petit-
fieal eonsiderations 11|'-r:-1m.-lhn: r-!ut_\ to uphold. its ht_mnr inn in whieh he alleged thag n\_ﬂ.m
Takitieg the most charitable view, m"', digniLy The 1nds '"'lkl'f"!l"r t;!"ht- sransaction he did not have the <lieht- |
crmmsel bechme sa Imb=od Aind mis: |25 OEsIIon CHTIes with it the right | o jqea of showing any disrespeet 1o
ided by his own ldeas and eonelu- [recly to e e & :' ise and eon- | g eonrt, 1t was held that th : conld |
hat he honestly and eroneonsly 111 mn all maiters and ines under re-| ot GO or relieve him and it was |
anecived that we aral oo irolled hv 'r!v-.\.r and in evidence Tatit -\.,1-‘ r\_.ll._ qaii: :
ignorance or sinister metives insteaq [Dfivieme zoes the corresponding ohli-g - eppe jaw imputes ap intenr to ac- |
of by law and justice i determining S2H00n ol consiant courtesy and res- | .omnlish the mnatural result of one’sjy
constitutional or olher flil'---“]r ns, angd :,.-.:.;.1.,\._.,”.‘4 ;‘".‘ iri ‘:'_I' in whieh 'h"_ act=. andl. when those acts are of a
¥ hese other eonils and jwtees i recedings Bre: ”'“:_';' ‘\,':} the eriminal nature, it will not accept l
nd fhe memhbers of the Temisiatnre g ”'"'T‘ the _""]'1"“" i an inferior | geqiner such imiplieation the denial ot |
| Governor were eniltv of the aeen- VRO and ::Ih ritlings not !.n_ni_ :u.ui_ With- | the transcressor. No o one wonld lu_-‘|
ition he made peesnse they and we W SPPSAts HOES. B “‘T““_”-"I‘_ m the | cape if a dental ar a wronzful or er |
failed to follow the theories he ad- trhtest  degree this oblization off | pal intent wonld snffice 1o realese !
voceted, and that nions onghf oSy "'_”’-T_ VEBPECL. \ Jnstice of | wiglatar fromi ihe punishment @
£0 0 vefoh amd tarn the s arainst Lhe peace belore wliiom the mo=st trit his offenses.”
the deeisions of the four courts nam- ling matier i« bheing litizated is en | In an application for a writ «f ha
e including the highest in the Iand | litled to receive from every attaorney | pegs corpue growing out of thut case
with nipeteon justics coneurrine, 10 the case corteous and respeetfn! | yustice Harlan, speaking for the Su
neverthels i* was entirely inappro. ‘reatment A fallure to extend this | areme conrt of the United States saiil:
priate to make the statofnent in brief, COUTTESY and respectful treatment is “We have seen that it iz a settled
If he really holioved or Fnew of @ lailure of dmy; and it may be 80! gaetrine in the jurisprudence both of
far-te to ,-'|‘.:.*;glig- the charege he made | STUss 8 dereliction as to warrant the Eneland and of this country. never
he onzht to have hoen aware that the oxercise of the power to pupish for sunosed to he in eonfliet with the 1ib- |
purpose of such a document is to en- ""‘""‘_ml‘t .
lichten the eomrt in reeard to tha It ig 8o that in every case where a |
controlling faetse and the law. and | judege decides for one party., he de- |
convinee hy argumoat. nsd not to  ciles against another: and oftimes
abuse and vilify, and that this ecourt | both parties are before hand eanaily
is not endowed with power to hear confident and sangnine. The' disap

or detormine charges impeaching its | pointment, therefore, is great, and it
Justices. On the otper hand if he [is not in human nature that there
did not helieve the accusatien and |should be other than bitter feeling
made it with a8 wesire to mislead, in- | which oftep reaches to the judze as
timidate or swerve from duty the | the eanse of the supposed wrong, A
Court in ifs decizion, the statement judge, therefore. ought to bhe patient
would he the mora censurahle. So and tolerate evervining that apnears
that taking eituer view, whether re-| but the momentary outbreak of dis
spondent helieved or disbelieved the | appointment. A second thought will
seinous charge he made, such lan- | generally make a party ashamed o

211 P.

ependence, may beeome want to use
ontemptuous, angry or insulting ex-
iressions at every adverse ruling un-
. it become the court's clear duwy
0o check the habit by the severe les-
on of a punisnment for contempt.
The single insulting expression
hich the court punisaoes may there-
ore seem to these knowing nothing of
the prior conduct of the a‘torney, ana
looking only at the single remark, a
natter which mizht well be unnotie-
ed; and yet if all the conduct of the
ittorney was known, the duty of in-
erference and punis ment mieht be
clear

We remark finally, that while from
he very nature of things the power !
of a eourt to punish for contempt is |
a vast power, and one which, in the
hands of a corript or unworthy judge
may be used tyrannically and unjusi-|

Iv. yet protection to individnals lies
in the publicity of all judicial pro-
cew ngs, and the appeal which may

he made to
proeecdines

the legislature for pro- |
azainzt any judge who
proves himself unworthy of the power
inirmsted to him."”
Where a contention
connsal as to whether a witness had
not already answered a certain ques- |
tivn, and the court afler hearing the
reaorter's vead, decided that
sl had answeradd it., whereupon one

arosa hetween |

notes

of the atiornevs sprang to his feet,
and. turning to the conrt, sa.i. in a
leud  tope  and insulting  manner:
She has not answered the quostion”
he'd thar the attornevy was eguilty of
contemnt regarnless of the stion
wiiether the rision of & COuri Was

richr or wrong . Rassell v Cirenir
| 1 » Y Toww 1, 102

n Sear Starbard, 75 Cal, 9%, 7
Ay St 122 a4 hrief reft R

stricken trom the

record in the e Court, becausa

followin

it rontained th

The conrt. out o. a Tllness of his
love for a causa, the pariss o it or
thoir connsal r from an overzealous
desire to ad jdi all matiers, poin

arenments and thines! coulil not, with

anv dearee of propriety under the law, |
pateh and doetor ap the cause of the
plain s, whic., I_\-‘I'?i":]li_ the ecara-
legsneszs of their minsel haa left in

such a comiition as to entitle them to
no relie! whatever ™

In reference to this lansuage it was
said in the opinion: |

T o ] nct intimation that
the judge of e econrt nolow Aid not
act from proper motives, hiur from a
love of tha parties or their counsel
We see nothing ian the reeord whiech
sngeasts thar such was the case
the contrary,

» action complained of |

seems to us 1o have heen entirsly !

proper: Sea Stl v. Reese, 47 Cal. 240 |
The brief. therefore contains a grouna-
leag c..arze against the purity of mo-
ttve of the judge ot the court below
This we regard az a grave bhreach of |
professional propriety. Every person
on his admission to the bar takes an
oath to ‘faithfully discharge
ties of an attorney and councelor ™
Surely suca a course as was taken in
this case is not in compliance w...
that duty. In Friedlander v. sumner

G. & S. M. Co., 61 val. 117. The court
said:
“If unfortunately counsel im any

cas~ thall ever so far forget himseif
as willfully to employ langauge mani-
festly disrespectful to the judge of the
superior court—a thing not to be an-
ticipated—we shall deem it our duty
to treat such conduct as a contempt of
this court, and to proceed according-
l¥; and the briefs of the case were
ordered to be stricken from the files.”

In U, 8 v. Late Corporation of
Churct of Jesus Thvisc of Later Caz
Sairts, language used in the petition
filed in effect accusing the court of
an attempt to shield its receiver and
his attormeys from an investigation
of charges of gross misconduct in of-
fice and containing the statement that
“We must decline to assume the
functions of a grand jury, or attempt
to perform the duty of the court in
investigating the conduct of irs offi-
cers, “was held to be contemptuous.
219,

In Te Terry, 36 Fod. 419 an exireme
case, Tor charging the court with hav-
ing ocen bribed, resisting removal
from the court room by the marshai

for y
| i.onors have

Caltorney;

| an officer of

On |

the du- |

the citizens, that for direct

eommitted in

erly of
contemnt

jurisdiction. the offender may in fts
diseretion. he instantly
angd immediately bmprisoned. withont
trial or issuwe, and withont otber proat
than its actual knowledge of what oc-
surred: and that according to an vn-
broken cha.n of authorives reaching
hack to the earliest times, sueh pow-
or, altnoegh arbiarary n its nature
and liable to abuse. ic absolutely es-
sential to the oprot2ccian of the
courts in the discharge of their fune-

guade is unwarranted and contemp-' such an outhreak. So am attormey
tiows. The aut- ~t s~ attorney in sometimes, thinking it a mark ef in-
.

tions. Without it ,judeiial tribunails
\ wonld ha at the mersy of the disor-

derly and vielemt, whe respect neither

-

the face Hf'i
the econrt, at least one of !:upr-rih'.'|
| the comnlainant
apprehended

tne lawa enacted for the vindication
of public and private rights, nor the
officers cuarged w..- the duty of ad-
ministering them.” 128 U. 8. 313.
In re Wooley 11 Ky. 95, it was held
t.at to incorporate into a pc..tion for
rehearing the statement that “Your
rendered an unjust de-
eree,” amnd othor insulting matter, 1s
to commit in open court an act con-
stituting a contempt on the part of the
and har where the lan-
guage snoken or written is of iiselt
necessarily offensive, the disavowal of
an intenfion to commit a contemnpt

| may tend to excuse but cannot justify

the act, From a paragraph in that

| Opinion. we quote:

“An attorney may uniit himseli for
the practice of his profession by the
manner in which he conducts himself
in his intersourse with the couris. He
may be honest and capable, and yet
he may so conduet himself as to contin-

nally interrupt the business of the
courts in which he practices; or he

may hy a systematic and econtinuous
course of conduct, render it imposs!-

ble for the conrts to preserve their
solf-respect and the respect of the
publiec and at the same time permit

him to acrt as an officer and atrorney.
An attorney who thus studiously and
systematicaliy attempis to bring
tribunals of justice into public ecom-
temnt ig an unfit person to hold the
fion and exercise the privilezes of
mais. An oprn
notorious and 1 insult to the
highest judicial tribuanal
for which an artornes

r\p'-

pos

thosa tril

!IIIIl;i"
af the Stae

minmacionsi

rod ps in Ity vt atomns
128 ] tha

ol 25151 il 1 eI ure

! flicars.”

In r ( VoY LA G2 the
pond vas f I for irom v =fat
ne to a of the pear I think
h ma ra r than tha S
Fes } 14, ¢ J aal

T} 1 i STy
i o Y vl
N t nan
howes er fieumt
hore or there,)'

“We do n =ope 1]
any aliernative eft
mission to whar oe
2 a misapprehiension
on e part ol ine J
cOrt And in that

condition vers

have
sonundnesz of

failed to convinee athars

their own views,

or 1
became convineed themselves o ftheir
falaeyv.”

In Mahoney v. State, 72 N. E. 151,
an attorney was fined $50 for saving
“T want tn sep whather the court is

right or ot | t1 knaw whether
I am going to he heard in rais case In
the interests of mv olient or no.

VA

! and making other insolent statements.

In Redman v. State 28 Ind., the juidge
informed counsel that a question was
improper and the attorney replied:
“If we cannot examine our witnesses
he can stand aside’ This langnage
waz deemed offensive ana the court
prohibited that particular attorney
from examining the next witness.

In Brown v. Brown IV Ind. 727, the
lawyer was taxed with the cost of the
action for filing and reading a petition
for divorce which was unnecessarily
gross and indelicate.

In MeCormick v. Sheridan, 50 P. 24,
78. Cal.. “A petition for rehearing
stated that ‘how or why the honorable
commission should have so effectually
and substantially ignored and disre-
garded the uncontradicted testimony,
we de not know. It seems tnat nei-
ther the transeript mnor our briefs
could have fallem under the commis-
sioners observation. A more disin-
genious and misleading statement of
the evidence conld not well be made.
It is substantialy untrue and unwar-
ranted. The decision seems to us to
be a travergity of the evidence.™ Held
that counsel drafting the petition was
guilty of contempt commlittea in the
face of the court. notwithstanding a
disavowal of disrespectiul intention.
A fine of 3200 was imposed witn an al-
ternative of serving in jail.

The Chief Justice speaking for the
conrt in State v. Morrill. 16 Ark. 310
said:

“If it was the general habit of the |

denounce, degrade. and
decisions and judgments
no man of seli-respect

commuity to
disrezard the
of the emirts,

and just pride of reputi iin woaaul 1e-|

main upon the vench. and such only
wonld heeome 10e ministers nf the
law as were insensible to defamation
and comtemnt. But hapnily for fhe
gnod order of socléty. men, an espec-
ialle 1the people of this country, are

rally  disnossd tO  rosnesr anid

abide the decisions of the trihunals
ordained by government as ¥ 3 i
mon arhit of their rights. But
where Isolated individusa in vioTa:
tion of the hetier nets of human
natinre vl aisregardful of law and
oridor. ntanly attempt o nhstriet
TS of pnblic jusiic f-}' disre-

for
tribuna 3, vvary
will point them out as

madver-

exciting disrespect

at jta

sarding

the fes

s for Iegi an

must nammrally look first to

itened and conservarive bar

bv a high sense of nrofes

. thics and deeply sensible, as

they af its necessity 1o

aid tenance of piblie res-|
nect for its opinions.”

In Somers v FPajice Ch, 64
28 Am. D. 411, it was held that the at-
iormneyw ho put his hand to scandalous
and impertinent mpatier siood agalnst
and one not a party
to the sult is lianle to the censure of
the court and chargrable with fthe
cost of the nroeeedings to have it ex-
punged from the record.

In State v. Graillhe, 1 La. Am, 183,
the court held that it conld not con-
sistently with its duty recelve a brief
expressed in disrespectfnl language.
and erdered the clerk to take it from
the files.

Referring to the rights of courts to

Torreyv, 5

punish for contempt, Blackford. J.. in

Stale 7. Ir'~mn, 1 Blackf. 1b6, said:

these tribunals of “us'.>: or the sup-
port and prese:vatiu= of their reaprs-

isted from the eac...* v:-ind 1z which
the annuls of juciyarmd2a~e agtepd:
and, except in a tew casos of pariy vio-
lence, it has been sanctioned and es
tablished by the uxp2rience of apes.
Lord slavor of London's case, 2 Wil
8oi, 188; apinion o. Kent, C. J. in
the case of Yates, 4 Johns, 317: John-
son v. The Commonwealihh 1 Bibb 591,
At page 206 of Woeeks on Attorneys,
24 edition it is said: '
“Language may be contemptuous,
w..e¢her written or spoken: and if in
the presence of the ecourt. notice is
not essential before punizhment. and
scandalons and insulting matter in a
| petition 1 rehearing is  equivalent
| to the eommiszion in onen court of an
[act constituting a contempt. When
the language is capable of
tion, and is explained, the proccadines
must be discontinued: but where it
iz offensive and insulting per se. the
disavowal of an intention to commit
a contempt mav tend to excuse, hnt

From un

cannot justify the act
notorious and pablie insult to a conrt
for which an attorney contumacionsly
refnsed in any way to atone, he
finod for contep +t, and his auil

1o pract revolod.”

aOpaen

WAHSR

Other autherities in line with thes.
we have mentioned are clied in the
nate to rve Cary, 10 Fed, 652, an n
9 Cye. ¥, 20, where it is =ald that
contempt may he comici'ted by in-
serting in pleidings, briefs, motion=
pranments, petitions oo ping

rs filed in ecourr i
opr cvontemptuous langu H
m ih tegrity of the oo

By N ¥ Wi | 1

i resnonder b 1 of a
anTemn hich mno | n of
hi nrds cas s Tis
i in i -

¥ T} Cort n it
% v A ol o
axplanation wan T I ]
han as refles (B L Ll i
encs and motives of the eourt
ch ecould searcoly have been
v Topr any othoe MIrGOse tfiless to
rimidate or improperiy milnence our
: u
wo have seen, ynevs have
sevarely punished r using lan

n many instanees nor =0
reher hut 1m view of
vowal in open court we have concind-
ed not 1o impose a penalty so harsh
as disharment or suaspension  from
| practice, or fing or imprisonmens

reqn-

neihie the diza

Nor do we forze* that an proseribi, =
Aga; st miscoriic: af attoracvs
litigants ought nat ta Lo ptinishen er
prevented from gaintaninz in
case all petitions, pleading=z, and pa.
pera essanfial to tha nresarvation and

| enforeement of (hair rights

It i= ordered that the affensive pet-
iiien be stricken from the files. {hat

i respondent stand  resrimanded and

warned, and toat ha pay tha costs of
| this proceeding.

the

Taibot, J.
I comcur
Norcross, J.

Im this matter my eoncurrence is
special and to w.ais extent:

The language used by the respen-
dent in his petition for a re-hearing
and on which the contempt proceed-
ing was based, was. in my opinion,
contemptuous of this court; and, of
course, should not have heen used.
The respondent nowever, in respomse
te the order of the court ta show
cause why he should not he punished
therefor, appeared and disclaimed
any inteniion to be disrespectful or
confemptuous: and moved that if the
Court deemed the language contempt-

out of his petition.

Respondent not only coatendad and
said that he had no intention to he
disrespeciful or contemptuous, hut he
also earnestly contended that the lan-
guage charged against him and which
he admiftted naving used was not dis-
respectfnl or contemptuons. In the
last contention, I tnink he was plain.
Iv in error.

The duty

of courtzs In matters of

pility and independence; it has ex-|

explana- |

the

uous, the said language be stricken!
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SPECIAL EXCURSION FROM SAN
FRANCISCO TO CITY OF MEXICq
AND RETURN. DECEMBER 16th,
1906.
A select party is being organized Ly
the Southern Pacific to leave San
Francisco tor Mexico City, Decembar
16th, 1905. Train will contain fiaa
vestibule sleepers and dining car, all
| the way on going trip. Time limit
will be sixty days, enabling excurslon-
ists to make side trips from City .t
Mexico to points of interest. On re-
| turn trip, stopovers will be allowed at
poinis on the main lines of Mexican
Central, Santa Fe or Southern Paci-
(fie.  An excursion manager will be in
charge and make all arrangements.

Round trip rate from San Francises
£80.00,

Pullman berth rate to City of Mex-
fco, $12.00.

For further information adiress Ige
formation Bureau, 613 Market streat,
San Francisco Cal.
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Notice to Hurtetrs.
Notlee s hereby that
] without a permit
premises owned by Theodo'a
Winters, will proseciuted. A Hn-

given anv
person lound hunting

Oon tha

b

ited number of permits vill be sold
at $5 for the season or 50 cents for
ane day.
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|0FFlCE COUNTY AUDITOR
To the Honorable, the Board of Comp
ty Commissioners, Gentiemen:
In eomplinnce with the law, [§
herewith subuut my guarterly res
| port showing reeceipts and dishurses
ments of Ormshy County, during
the quarter ending Dec. 30, 1905,
Quarteriy Report.
Ormsby County, Nevada.

Balauce in County Treasury ar
end of last quarter ..... 0108 T3
| County license ........ce0e:s 699 15
| Gaming liconse ............ 1457 30
| Liquor license .......... ce D82 00
Fees of Co. officers ........ 527 05
| Fines in Justice Court .....125 09

| Rent of Co. biuliding ......302 50

2nd. N8l taxes ....icsiines 103 433§
Slot machine license ......282 08
S. A. apportionment school
MOBOY - i snwii il 542¢ 18
Deliquent taxes ............ 181 4@
Cigarette license ............ 2 30
Douglas Co., road work ....1% 00
Keep W. Bowen .. ....cc.0-.. 415 &0
Keep C. B, Hall ....... ceae.15 00
Toral 45213 59%
Recapitulation

April 1st., 85, Balance cash on

T el 21277 173§
| State fOd ...ccvovesmmrraes 713 3%
| General fund ........... ... 4212 2855
Salary fund ouieceecssses 726 64
Co. school fund .c.isasavevss 47 69
Co. school fund Dist, 1 ....10158 4515
Co. school fund st 2 ...... 189 14
! Co. shool fund Dist. 3 ..... .«257 6113
| Co. school fund Dist. & ._....212 77

| State schonl fund Dist. 1

| State schonl fund Dist. 2 ...218 18

. State school fund IMst. 3 ... 483 T8

this kind is indeed an unpleasant one | Agl Assn fund A . ooveonn. .. HRG 1215
such at l=ast ir has alwavs awmpeared i : Rl
= : i > Agl, Asso, fund B. .. 000000 2 167
o me Yetr it mus: sometimes he : nd I_ % =
done. CAgzl. Assn. fund Spel. ... .. 1629 54
TLerefare. [ eancur iy *he econe Cio. 2elion! f!fl.{} Dist.] l“‘\!l("; i)
sion reached and in the order stated | o, sehool fund Dist. 1 library
in the opinion of Justice Tall ! B 4
“7.1: .......... J
“I1 is ordered that the offensive pet-| Co school fund Dist. 2 libra
ition be siricken frem the files. that! ... 0
spondent stand reprimanded  and | e, o il 1 1
i 11 hiat 1 pay the
152 1 SO [l s R e e
- oLl p Toral $A1E5T 17%
e[ I = i \ TN
ANNUAL STATEMENT e
Disht ent
_ ¥ 1200 67
Of The Continental Casualty Company i
Of Hammond Indiana. e EQR - T SRs s Shaion
General office, (Chicaso o &l ! TR B
Canpital (paid upr ......% b Bl Cion Y ) PEE X e NS 6D
QSBOUR ot e yninins s = LLFNBSIL 2N o sonn Bis, 2 ..., 103 10
1. jre N ol cap ! “ 1 =
1 and net surplus . 1,155,604 v T =0 I Ly P saas 1 33
Income funed  Inst, : 122 0
Premiums .. ........... 2,120,749 | 3 ! fund Dist ¥ .,..7¢11 65
Oth BOUPCRE. s wiinsi S 4Ts ‘ -_—
| Total income, 1905 . .... 216022 o | Sia fund Dist 2 =10 Oy
_ Expenditures | =id fund Dist 3 12099
| l-'_*-*_-'-'"-: ........... Ba%.904 80 1 Siate gchool fund Dist & ...... 110 00
LR 2 s 1 " co, school fund ... ...ceeenee. .60 00
Other expenditures ... 1112131 61| . ‘ A Fvi
Total expenditures. 1905 2.123.5u6 45 | 0 school fund Spel building
| Business 1905 D e e e At Saa by ARATT 50
{ Risks written ............ none | Total 16936 42
| Preminmes . o (2% 875 2 : :
I n S .., =Mad Nin = Recapitulation
Losses ineurred ........ 1009644 ST | o . o
: ] Cash in Treasury January 1, 1996
Nevada Business P o
Risks written . .......... none | seeeeeeecssieeseaeeann H91U8 TT%
| Preminms received : 20,025 56 | Receipts from Jannary 1st to
:.n.-:s:l-s: 11 1 L (S 8544 .mi March 21st 1906 ....... 1M1 R13¢
JOsses incarred ... ... . RA324 50 | s
4 : Dislmrsenionts from Januarv 1st
A. A. SMITH, sSecretary. | 2 = :
e | to Mareh 21st 1906, ...... 1RY56 42
]

The Sierra Nevada mining company | Balance cash in Co. Treasury

received $2722.67 frem leasers epoar-
atinz on Cedar Hill during the men‘h

“This great puwer is entrusted '»°f Februany,

April 1st 1906 ceeen 31270 17%
H. DIETERICH

Iy m County Auditor




